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OSHO FRIENDS INTERNATIONAL,
S ) - . . Opposition No. 121,040 L
Opposer/Petitioner, :  Opposition No. 150,372 «

' _ : Opposition No. 150,379 ;

Cancellation No. 31,932 P

01-24-2003

U.S. Patem & TMOTG/TM Mail Ropt Dt. #70
.

OSHO INTERNATIONAL FOU‘NDA’I'ION

Apphcant/Respondent

S I_EQLATED MOTION TO CONSOLIDATE AND FOR AN EXTENSION OF THE - '
DISCOVERY AND TRIAL DATES '

_____________,..._._-—-——-——-——-—-———-

Appl:cant/stpondem, Osho Intcmatxonal Fou.ndahon through its attorneys, bnngs
this stipulated raotion to consohdate the above-referenced proceedings with Opposxtxon Nos |
91152313 ad 91 153103 because the parties in these proceedings are the same and the
procecdmgs mvolve comimon queshons of law or fact. In addition, in order for discovery in
these cases to proceed efﬁc:cntly, the parties request that the discovery and trial dates the
above-referenced oppomnon/cmcellatlon proceedings be cxtended to May 4, 2003, which 1 1s
the d:scovery date set for Opposmon No. 91153103, Pursumt to- thxs ‘extension, the

discovery and trial dates wﬂl be as follcws

Discovery period to close: _ May 4, 2003 _ ‘

Testimony period for party
Position of Plaintiff to close
{opening thirty days prior thereto). August 2, 2003
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Testimony pcnod for party i1
Position of Defendant to close '
(opening dnrty days pnor thereto: October 1,2003

Rebuttal testimony penod

To close (opening fifteen days ,
prior thereto): i November 15, 2003
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f This request for an extension of time is not for purposes of delay and was stipulated to
in a telephone dxscussmn between Apphcant/Respondent’s counsel, Sara Edelman, and
OpposerlPetmoncr’s counsel Gina L. Durham on Janvary 15, 2003. 'I'he parties would hke
additional time to oomplene dlscovexy including the taking the depositions of certam

i

witnesses who are pot cmrenﬂy in the United States and to prepare for trial.

Dated: January 17,2003 '
New York, New York - - . DAVIS & GILBBRT LLP
By g e, £Qeﬁ/\
Mary M. Luria
: Sara Edelman
CERTIFICA i « vi_s1AILING ;740?;%:4;/&}' Vork 10019
. 1
1 hereby certify that thi i b : ew YOIk, New Yor
deposited this date wmlts &%rrflsrg(t):d eSnt(::’e;S Pcfsmtagl - (212) 463-4300
Service as first class mail-in an envelope addressed
to: Assistant Commissioner for Trademarks, 2900 Attorneys for Applicam/RespOndem

Crystal Drive, Aglingion, VA 22202-3513,

zafz pea. A~ PRERRUDNICK ‘,

Date o
, oy {

-

Monica L. Thompson

Mark I Feldrnan -

Gina L. Durtham {
P.O. Box 64807 '
Chicago, Ninois 60664-0807
(312) 368-4000

Attomeys for Opposer/Petitioner
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. UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Patent and Trademark Office
Trademark Trial and Appeal Board

2900 Crystal Drive
Arlington, Virginia 22202-3513

Mailed: February 7, 2003

&

Hassan

Opposition No. 91/121,040
Opposition No. 91/150,372
Opposition No. 91/150,379
Opposition No. 91/152,313
Opposition No. 91/153,103
Cancellation No. 92/031,932

? OSHO FRIENDS INTERNATIONAL

v.

OSHO INTERNATIONAL
FOUNDATION

(as consolidated)

Andrew P. Baxley,- Interlocutory Attorney:
Defendant's éonsented motion (filed January 24, 2003)

to consolidate tw§ additional referenced oppositions (those

set forth in bold in the caption of this oxrder) with the

parties' four préviously consolidated proceedings 1is hereby

granted.1

! When cases involving common questions of law or fact are
pending before the Board, the Board may order the consolidation
of the cases. See Fed. R. Civ. P. 42(a); see also, Regatta Sport
Ltd. v. Telux-Pioneer Inc., 20 USPQ2d 1154 (TTAB 1991) and Estate

of Biro v. Bic Corp., 18 USPQ2d 1382 (TTAB 1991).
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In view thereof, Opposition Nos. 121,040, 150,372,
150,379, 152,313, and 153,103, and Cancellation No. 31,932
are hereby consolidated.?

The consolidaﬁed cases may be presented on the same

record and briefs. See Helene Curtis Industries Inc. V.
Suave Shoe Corp., 13 USPQ2d 1618 (TTAB 1989) and Hilson
Research Inc. v. Séciety for Human Resource Management, 26
USPQ2d 1423 (TTAB 1993) .

The Board filé will be maintained in Opposition No.
121,040 as the “paient" case. As a general rule, from this
point on only a single copy of any paper or motion should be
filed herein; but:that copy should bear all six proceeding
numbers in its caption. Exceptions to the general rule involve
stipulated extensions of the trial dates, see Trademark Rule
2.121(4), and briéfs on the case, see Trademark Rule 2.128.

Desbite being consolidated, each proceeding retains its
séparate»charactéf. The decision on the consolidated cases
shall take into account any differences in the issues raised by
the respective pleading; a copy of the decision shall be placed

in each proceeding file.

2 The Board notes that it consolidated Opposition No. 121,040 and
Cancellation No. 31,932 in its July 23, 2001 order and
consolidated Opposition Nos. 150,372 and 150,379 with those
proceedings in its July 26, 2002 order.
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Discovery and trial dates for the consolidated proceedings
are hereby reset in accordance with defendant's motion, those

dates being as follows:

DISCOVERY PERIOD TO CLOSE: ' 5/8/03
Plaintiff's 30-day testimony period to close: 8/6/03
Defendant's 30-day testimony period to close: 10/5/03

15-day rebuttal testimony; period to close: 11/19/03




